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Abstract
In this paper, by using the concept of the α-Garaghty contraction, we
introduce the new notion of the α-Θ-Garaghty type contraction and
prove some fixed point results for this contraction in partial metric
spaces. Also, we give some examples and applications to illustrate the
main results.
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1. Introduction
In 1922, Banach [4] proved a theorem, which is called Banach’s fixed point
theorem, to show the existence of a solution for an integral equation. In fact,
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Banach’s fixed point theorem plays an important role in several branches of
mathematics and applied sciences because of its importance and usefulness
to show the existence and uniqueness of solutions of many kinds of nonlinear
problems.
Especially, in 1973, Geraghty [9] generalized Banach’s fixed point theorem
as follows:
Theorem G. Let (X, d) be a metric space and T : X → X be a mapping.
Suppose that there exists β ∈ F such that, for all x, y ∈ X,
d(Tx, Ty) ≤ β(d(x, y))d(x, y),
where F denotes the family of all functions β : [0,∞) → [0, 1) which satisfies
the following condition:
lim
n→∞β(tn) = 1 =⇒ limn→∞ tn = 0.
Then T has a unique fixed point z ∈ X and {Tnx} converges to the point z for
each x ∈ X.
Since Geraghty’s fixed point theorem, some authors have studied this the-
orem in several ways (see [11, 23, 21, 8, 25, 7]). On the other hand, in 2012
and 2013, Samet et al. [27] and Hussain et al. [13] introduced the concept of
α-admissible mappings in metric spaces and proved some fixed point theorems
for these mappings. Subsequently, in 2013, Abdeljawad [1] introduced a pair of
α-admissible mappings satisfying new sufficient contractive conditions, which
are different from those in [27, 13], and obtained fixed point and common fixed
point theorems. Afterward, some authors have obtained fixed point theorems
for some kinds of α-admissible mappings (see [27, 8, 13, 24, 2, 3, 10]).
On the other hand, in 2014, Jleli et al. [17] introduced a class Θ of all the
functions satisfying the following conditions:
(Θ1) θ is nondecreasing;
(Θ2) for any sequence {tn} in (0,∞), limn→∞ θ(tn) = 1 if and only if
limn→∞ tn = 0;
(Θ3) there exist r ∈ (0, 1) and l ∈ (0,∞] such that limt→0+ θ(t)−1tr = l;
(Θ4) θ is continuous.
Also, they generalized Banach’s fixed point theorem in generalized metric
spaces (see Branciari [6], sometime, a generalized metric space is called a Bran-
ciari metric space) as follows:
Theorem JS. Let (X, d) be a complete generalized metric space and T : X →
X be a mapping. Suppose that there exist θ ∈ Θ and k ∈ (0, 1) such that
d(Tx, Ty) 6= 0 =⇒ θ(d(Tx, Ty)) ≤ [θ(d(x, y))]k
for all x, y ∈ X. Then T has a unique fixed point in X.
Also, in 2014, Jleli et al. [16] established a new fixed point theorem, which
is an extension of their recent result, Theorem JS. Recently, in 2016, Liu et
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al. [20] introduced the notion of a Θ-type contraction and a Θ-type Suzuki
contraction and established some new fixed point theorems for such kinds of
contractions in complete metric spaces.
Motivated by the above results, in this paper, we introduce the notion of an
α-Θ-Geraghty type contraction and prove some common fixed point theorems
for this contraction in complete partial metric spaces. Moreover, we give some
examples and applications to illustrate our main results.
2. Preliminaries
In this section, we give some definitions, examples and fundamental results.
Definition 2.1 ([22]). Let X be a nonempty set and p : X × X → R+ be a
mapping satisfying following conditions: for all x, y, z ∈ X,
(PM1) x = y ⇐⇒ p(x, x) = p(x, y) = p(y, y);
(PM2) p(x, x) ≤ p(x, y);
(PM3) p(x, y) = p(y, x);
(PM4) p(x, y) ≤ p(x, z) + p(z, y)− p(z, z).
Then p is called a partial metric on X and the pair (X, p) is called a partial
metric space.
In 1995, Matthews [22] proved that every partial metric p on X induces a
metric dp : X ×X → R+ defined by
dp(x, y) = 2p(x, y)− p(x, x)− p(y, y)
for all x, y ∈ X. Notice that a metric on a set X is a partial metric d such that
d(x, x) = 0 for all x ∈ X.
Definition 2.2 ([22]). Let (X, p) be a partial metric space.
(1) A sequence {xn}n∈N in (X, p) is said to be convergent to a point x ∈ X
if p(x, x) = limn→∞ p(x, xn).
(2) A sequence {xn}n∈N in (X, p) is called a Cauchy sequence in X if
limn,m→∞ p(xn, xm) exists and is finite.
(3) A partial metric space (X, p) is said to be complete if every Cauchy
sequence {xn} in X converges, with respect to τ(p), to a point x ∈ X
such that p(x, x) = limn,m→∞ p(xn, xm).
Definition 2.3 ([27]). Let S : X → X and α : X × X → [0,∞) be two
mappings. S is said to be α-admissible if
α(x, y) ≥ 1 =⇒ α(Sx, Sy) ≥ 1
for all x, y ∈ X.
Example 2.4 ([19]). Consider X = [0,∞) and define two mappings S : X →
X, α : X ×X → [0,∞) by Sx = 2x for all x, y ∈ X and
α(x, y) =
{
ey/x, if x ≥ y, x 6= 0,
0, if x < y.
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Then S is α-admissible.
Definition 2.5 ([1]). Let S, T : X → X and α : X × X → [0,∞) be two
mappings. The pair (S, T ) is said to be α-admissible if
α(x, y) ≥ 1 =⇒ α(Sx, Ty) ≥ 1, α(Tx, Sy) ≥ 1
for all x, y ∈ X.
Example 2.6. Let X = [0,∞) and define the mappings S, T : X → X and
α : X ×X → [0,∞) by Sx = 2x, Tx = x2 for all x, y ∈ X and
α(x, y) =
{
exy, if x, y ≥ 0,
0, otherwise.
Then the pair (S, T ) is α-admissible.
Definition 2.7 ([12]). Let S : X → X and α : X × X → [0,∞) be two
mappings. S is called a triangular α-admissible mapping if
(T1) α(x, y) ≥ 1 implies α(Sx, Sy) ≥ 1 for all x, y ∈ X;
(T2) α(x, z) ≥ 1 and α(z, y) ≥ 1 imply α(x, y) ≥ 1 for all x, y, z ∈ X.
Example 2.8 ([12]). Let X = R and define the mappings S : X → X and
α : X×X → [0,∞) by Sx = 3√x and α(x, y) = ex−y for all x, y ∈ X. Then S is
a triangular α-admissible mapping. Indeed, if α(x, y) = ex−y ≥ 1, then x ≥ y,
which implies Sx ≥ Sy, that is, α(Sx, Sy) = eSx−Sy ≥ 1. Also, if α(x, z) ≥ 1
and α(z, y) ≥ 1, then x − z ≥ 0 and z − y ≥ 0, that is, x − y ≥ 0 and so
α(x, y) = ex−y ≥ 1.
Definition 2.9. [1] Let S, T : X × X and α : X × X → [0,∞) be three
mappings. The pair (S, T ) is said to be triangular α-admissible if
(T1) α(x, y) ≥ 1 implies α(Sx, Ty) ≥ 1 and α(Tx, Sy) ≥ 1 for all x, y ∈ X;
(T2) α(x, z) ≥ 1 and α(z, y) ≥ 1 imply α(x, y) ≥ 1 for all x, y, z ∈ X.
Example 2.10. Let X = R and define the mappings S, T : X → X and
α : X ×X → [0,∞) by Sx = √x, Tx = x2 and α(x, y) = exy for all x, y ∈ X.
Then the pair (S, T ) is triangular α-admissible.
Definition 2.11 ([26]). Let S : X → X and α, η : X ×X → [0,∞) be three
mappings. S is called an α-admissible mapping with respect to η if
α(x, y) ≥ η(x, y) =⇒ α(Sx, Sy) ≥ η(Sx,Xy)
for all x, y ∈ X.
Note that, if we take η(x, y) = 1, then Definition 2.11 reduces to Definition
2.7 (see [27]). Also, if we take α(x, y) = 1, then we say that S is an η-
subadmissible mapping.
Example 2.12. Let X = [0,∞) and S : X → X be a mapping defined by
Sx = x2 for all x ∈ X. Also, define the mappings α, η : X × X → [0,∞) by
α(x, y) = 3 and η(x, y) = 1 for all x, y ∈ X. Then S is α-admissible mapping
with respect to η.
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Lemma 2.13 ([22]).
(1) A partial metric space (X, p) is complete if and only if the metric space
(X, dp) is complete.
(2) A sequence {xn} in X converges to a point x ∈ X with respect to τ(dp)
if and only if
lim
n→∞ p(x, xn) = p(x, x) = limn,m→∞ p(xn, xm).
(3) If limn→∞ xn = v such that p(v, v) = 0, then limn→∞ p(xn, y) = p(v, y)
for all y ∈ X.
Lemma 2.14 ([18, 7]). Let (X, d) be a metric space and S : X → X be a
triangular α-admissible mapping. Assume that there exists x0 ∈ X such that
α(x0, Sx0) ≥ 1. Define a sequence {xn} by xn+1 = Sxn for each n ≥ 0. Then
we have α(xn, xm) ≥ 1 for all m,n ≥ 0 with n < m.
Lemma 2.15 ([1]). Let (X, d) be a metric space and S, T : X → X be
triangular α-admissible mappings. Assume that there exists x0 ∈ X such
that α(x0, Sx0) ≥ 1. Define a sequence {xn} in X by x2n+1 = Sx2n and
x2n+2 = Tx2n+1 for each n ≥ 0. Then we have α(xn, xm) ≥ 1 for all m,n ≥ 0
with n < m.
In the sequel, we denote by Θ˜ the set of all the functions θ : (0,∞)→ (1,∞)
satisfying the following conditions:
(Θ1)′ θ is non-decreasing and continuous;
(Θ2)′ inft∈(0,∞) θ(t) = 1.
Example 2.16. It is obvious that the following functions belong to Θ˜:
(1) θ1(t) := e
e
− 1
tp for all p > 0;
(2) θ2(t) := 1 + t for all t > 0;
(3) θ3(t) := e
√
t for all t > 0;
(4) θ4(t) := 2− 2pi arctan( 1tα ) for all 0 < α < 1 and t > 0.
3. Main results
In this section, we prove some fixed point theorems for α-Θ-Geraghty type
contractions in complete partial metric spaces.
First, we begin with the following definition:
Definition 3.1. Let (X, p) be a partial metric space and S, T : X → X,
α : X ×X → [0,∞) be three mappings.
(1) The pair (S, T ) is called the modified α-Θ-Geraghty type contraction if
there exist θ ∈ Θ˜, k ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ F such that
(3.1) α(x, y)θ(p(Sx, Ty)) ≤ [θ(β(M(x, y))M(x, y))]k
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for all x, y ∈ X, where
M(x, y) = max {p(x, y), p(x, Sx), p(y, Ty)} .
(2) If S = T in (1), then T is called a generalized α-Θ-Geraghty type
contraction if there exist θ ∈ Θ˜, k ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ F such that
(3.2) α(x, y)θ(p(Tx, Ty)) ≤ [θ(β(N(x, y))N(x, y))]k,
for all x, y ∈ X, where
N(x, y) = max {p(x, y), p(x, Tx), p(y, Ty)} .
The following theorem is our main result in this paper:
Theorem 3.2. Let (X, p) be a complete partial metric space and α : X×X →
[0,∞) be a mapping. Suppose that S, T : X ×X are two continuous mappings
satisfying the following conditions:
(i) the pair (S, T ) is the modified α-Θ-Geraghty type contraction;
(ii) the pair (S, T ) is triangular α-admissible;
(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Sx0) ≥ 1.
Then S and T have a unique common fixed point z ∈ X.
Proof. First, we prove that M(x, y) = 0 if and only if x = y is a common fixed
point of the mappings S and T . In fact, if x = y is a common fixed point of
(S, T ), then Ty = Tx = x = y = Sy = Sx and
M(x, y) = max {p(x, x), p(x, x), p(x, x)} = p(x, x).
From the condition (3.1), it follows that
θ(p(x, x)) = θ(p(Sx, Ty)) ≤ α(x, y)θ(p(Sx, Ty)) ≤ [θ(β(M(x, y))M(x, y))]k.
It is only possible if p(x, x) = 0, which implies that M(x, y) = 0. Conversely,
if M(x, y) = 0, then, using (PM1) and (PM2), it is easy to prove that x = y is
a fixed point of S and T .
On the other hand, if M(x, y) > 0, we construct an iterative sequence {xn}
in X such that
x2n+1 = Sx2n, x2n+2 = Tx2n+1
for each n ≥ 0. We observe that, if xn = xn+1, then xn is a common fixed
point of the mappings S and T . So, assume that xn 6= xn+1 for each n ≥ 0.
Since α(x0, x1) ≥ 1 and (S, T ) is triangular α-admissible, using Lemma 2.15,
we obtain
(3.3) α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1
for each n ≥ 0. Thus we have
(3.4)
θ(p(x2n+1, x2n+2)) = θ(p(Sx2n, Tx2n+1)) ≤ α(x2n, x2n+1)θ(p(Sx2n, Tx2n+1))
≤ [θ(β(M(x2n, x2n+1))M(x2n, x2n+1))]k
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for each n ≥ 0. Now, also, we have
M(x2n, x2n+1) = max {p(x2n, x2n+1), p(x2n, Sx2n), p(x2n+1, Tx2n+1)}
= max {p(x2n, x2n+1), p(x2n, x2n+1), p(x2n+1, x2n+2)}
= max{p(x2n, x2n+1), p(x2n+1, x2n+2)}
for each n ≥ 0.
If M(x2n, x2n+1) = p(x2n+1, x2n+2) for each n ≥ 0, then it follows from (3.4)
that
θ(p(x2n+1, x2n+2)) ≤ [θ(β(p(x2n+1, x2n+2))p(x2n+1, x2n+2))]k,
which implies that
ln[θ(p(x2n+1, x2n+2))] ≤ k ln[θ(β(p(x2n+1, x2n+2))p(x2n+1, x2n+2))].
This is a contradiction to k ∈ (0, 1). Thus we haveM(x2n, x2n+1) = p(x2n, x2n+1)
for each n ≥ 0 and so it follows from (3.4) that
(3.5)
θ(p(x2n+1, x2n+2)) ≤ [θ(β(p(x2n, x2n+1))p(x2n, x2n+1))]k
< [θ(p(x2n, x2n+1))]
k
< θ(p(x2n, x2n+1))
and so
(3.6) θ(p(x2n+1, x2n+2)) < θ(p(x2n, x2n+1)).
This implies that
(3.7) θ(p(xn+1, xn+2)) < θ(p(xn, xn+1))
for each n ≥ 0. Taking n→∞ in (3.7), we have
(3.8) θ(p(xn, xn+1))→ 1.
Thus, from (Θ2), it follows that
(3.9) lim
n→∞ p(xn, xn+1) = 0.
Now, we show that {xn} is a Cauchy sequence in X. Suppose that {xn}
is not a Cauchy sequence in X, that is, there exists ε > 0, we can find the
sequences {xmk} and {xnk} such that, for all k ≥ 1, if mk > nk > k, then
p(xmk , xnk) ≥ ε, p(xmk , xnk−1) < ε.
So, we have
ε ≤ p(xmk , xnk)
≤ p(xmk , xnk−1) + p(xnk−1 , xnk)− p(xnk−1 , xnk−1)
≤ p(xmk , xnk−1) + p(xnk−1 , xnk)
< ε+ p(xnk−1 , xnk),
that is,
ε < ε+ p(xnk−1 , xnk).
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Thus, from (3.9) and the above inequality, it follows that
(3.10) lim
k→∞
p(xmk , xnk) = ε.
By the triangle inequality, we have
p(xmk , xnk) ≤ p(xmk , xmk+1) + p(xmk+1 , xnk)− p(xmk+1 , xmk+1)
≤ p(xmk , xmk+1) + p(xmk+1 , xnk)
≤ p(xmk , xmk+1) + p(xmk+1 , xnk+1) + p(xnk+1 , xnk)− p(xnk+1 , xnk+1)
≤ p(xmk , xmk+1) + p(xmk+1 , xnk+1) + p(xnk+1 , xnk)
and
p(xmk+1 , xnk+1) ≤ p(xmk+1 , xmk) + p(xmk , xnk+1)− p(xmk , xmk)
≤ p(xmk+1 , xmk) + p(xmk , xnk+1)
≤ p(xmk+1 , xmk) + p(xmk , xnk) + p(xnk , xnk+1)− p(xnk , xnk)
≤ p(xmk+1 , xmk) + p(xmk , xnk) + p(xnk , xnk+1).
Taking k →∞, it follows from (3.9) and (3.10) that
lim
k→∞
p(xmk+1 , xnk+1) = ε.
By Lemma 2.15, since α(xnk , xmk+1) ≥ 1, we obtain
θ(p(xnk+1 , xmk+2)) = θ(p(Sxnk , Txmk+1))
≤ α(xnk , xmk+1)θ(p(Sxnk , Txmk+1))
≤ [θ(β(M(xnk , xmk+1))M(xnk , xmk+1))]k
< [θ(M(xnk , xmk+1))]
k
< θ(M(xnk , xmk+1)).
By using (3.8) and taking k →∞, we conclude that
lim
k→∞
θ(p(xnk , xmk+1)) = 1
and so limk→∞ p(xnk , xmk+1) = 0 < ε, which is a contradiction. Therefore, we
have
lim
n,m→∞ p(xn, xm) = 0,
which implies that {xn} is a Cauchy sequence in (X, p). Since X is complete,
there exists z ∈ X such that xn → z as n→∞ and so x2n+1 → z and x2n+2 →
z. Since S and T are continuous, we have Tx2n+1 → Tz and Sx2n+2 → Sz.
Hence, from the definition of the sequence {xn}, we have z = Sz. Similarly,
we have z = Tz, that is, Sz = Tz = z. Therefore, z is a common fixed point
of S and T .
Now, we show that z is the unique common fixed point of the mappings S
and T . Assume the contrary, that is, there exists w ∈ X such that z 6= w and
w = Tw. From (3.1), we have
θ(p(z, w)) ≤ [θ(β(M(z, w))M(z, w))]k < [θ(M(z, w))]k < θ(M(z, w)),
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that is,
p(z, w) < M(z, w).
But, we have
M(z, w) = max{p(z, w), p(z, Sz), p(w, Tw)}
= p(z, w).
This means that p(z, w) < p(z, w), which is a contradiction and so p(z, w) = 0.
Therefore, z is a unique common fixed point of S and T . This completes the
proof. 
In Theorem 3.2, it is possible to remove the continuity of the mappings S
and T by replacing the following condition:
(A) If {xn} is a sequence in X such that α(xn, xn+1) ≥ 1 for all n ≥ 0 and
xn → z ∈ X as n → ∞, then there exists a subsequence {xnk} of {xn} such
that α(xnk , z) ≥ 1 for all k ≥ 0.
Theorem 3.3. Let (X, p) be a complete partial metric space, α : X × X →
[0,∞) be a function. Suppose that S, T : X × X are two mappings satisfying
the following conditions:
(i) the pair (S, T ) is the modified α-Θ-Geraghty type contraction;
(ii) the pair (S, T ) is triangular α-admissible;
(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Sx0) ≥ 1;
(iv) (A) holds.
Then S and T have a unique common fixed point z ∈ X.
Proof. Following the proof lines of Theorem 3.2, we know that x2n+1 → z and
x2n+2 → z as n→∞.
Now, we show that z is a common fixed point of S and T . Due to the
condition (iv), there exists a subsequence {xnk} of {xn} such that α(x2nk , z) ≥
1 for all k ≥ 1. Using (3.1), we have
θ(p(x2nk+1, T z)) = θ(p(Sx2nk , T z))
≤ α(x2nk , z)θ(p(Sx2nk , T z))
≤ [θ(β(M(x2nk , z))M(x2nk , z))]k
and so
(3.11) θ(p(x2nk+1, T z)) ≤ [θ(β(M(x2nk , z))M(x2nk , z))]k,
where
M(x2nk , z) = max{p(x2nk , z), p(x2nk , Sx2nk), p(z, Tz)}.
Taking k →∞, we have
(3.12) lim
k→∞
M(x2nk , z) = max{p(z, Sz), p(z, Tz)}.
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Case I. Suppose that limk→∞M(x2nk , z) = p(z, Tz) and p(z, Tz) > 0.
From (3.12), for sufficiently large k, we have M(x2nk , z) > 0, which implies
that
β(M(x2nk , z)) < M(x2nk , z)
and so
[θ(β(M(x2nk , z))M(x2nk , z))]
k < [θ(M(x2nk , z))]
k < θ(M(x2nk , z)).
Then we have
θ(p(x2nk+1, T z)) < θ(M(x2nk , z)),
which implies that
p(x2nk+1, T z) < M(x2nk , z).
Taking k →∞ in the above inequality, we obtain
p(z, Tz) < p(z, Tz),
which is a contradiction. So we obtain that p(z, Tz) = 0. By (PM1) and
(PM2), we have z = Tz.
Case II. Suppose that limk→∞M(x2nk , z) = p(z, Sz). Similarly, from Case
I, we obtain z = Sz. Thus, from two cases, we have z = Tz = Sz. Therefore,
z is a common fixed point of S and T .

If S = T and M(x, y) = max {p(x, y), p(x, Sx), p(y, Sy)} in Theorem 3.2 and
3.3, then we have the following corollaries:
Corollary 3.4. Let (X, p) be a complete partial metric space and α : X×X →
[0,∞) be a function. Suppose that S : X×X is a continuous mapping satisfying
the following conditions:
(i) S is a generalized α-Θ-Geraghty type contraction;
(ii) S is triangular α-admissible;
(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Sx0) ≥ 1.
Then S has a unique fixed point z ∈ X.
Corollary 3.5. Let (X, p) be a complete partial metric space and α : X×X →
[0,∞) be a function. Suppose that S : X × X is a mapping satisfying the
following conditions:
(i) S is a generalized α-Θ-Geraghty type contraction;
(ii) S is triangular α-admissible;
(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Sx0) ≥ 1;
(iv) (A) holds.
Then S has a unique fixed point z ∈ X.
If M(x, y) = max {p(x, y), p(x, Sx), p(y, Sy)} and p(x, x) = 0 for all x ∈ X
in Theorem 3.2 and 3.3, then we have the following corollaries:
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Corollary 3.6. Let (X, p) be a complete metric space and α : X×X → [0,∞)
be a function. Suppose that S : X ×X is a continuous mapping satisfying the
following conditions:
(i) S is a generalized α-Θ-Geraghty type contraction;
(ii) S is triangular α-admissible;
(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Sx0) ≥ 1.
Then S has a unique fixed point z ∈ X.
Corollary 3.7. Let (X, p) be a complete metric space and α : X×X → [0,∞)
be a function. Suppose that S : X × X is a mapping satisfying the following
conditions:
(i) S is a generalized α-Θ-Geraghty type contraction;
(ii) S is triangular α-admissible;
(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Sx0) ≥ 1;
(iv) (A) holds.
Then S has a unique fixed point z ∈ X.
Definition 3.8. Let (X, p) be a partial metric space, S, T : X → X be two
mappings and α, η : X ×X → [0,∞) be two functions.
(1) The pair (S, T ) is called the modified (α, η)-Θ-Geraghty type contraction
if there exist θ ∈ Θ˜, k ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ F such that
(3.13) α(x, y) ≥ η(x, y) =⇒ θ(p(Sx, Ty)) ≤ [θ(β(M(x, y))M(x, y))]k
for all x, y ∈ X, where
M(x, y) = max {p(x, y), p(x, Sx), p(y, Ty)} .
(2) If S = T in (1), then S is called a generalized (α, η)-Θ-Geraghty type
contraction if there exist θ ∈ Θ˜, k ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ F such that
(3.14) α(x, y) ≥ η(x, y) =⇒ θ(p(Sx, Sy)) ≤ [θ(β(N(x, y))N(x, y))]k
for all x, y ∈ X, where
N(x, y) = max {p(x, y), p(x, Sx), p(y, Sy)} .
Theorem 3.9. Let (X, p) be a complete partial metric space and α, η : X×X →
[0,∞) be two functions. Suppose that S, T : X×X are two continuous mappings
satisfying the following conditions:
(i) the pair (S, T ) is the improved (α, η)-Θ-Geraghty type contraction;
(ii) the pair (S, T ) is triangular α-admissible with respect to η;
(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Sx0) ≥ η(x0, Sx0).
Then S and T have a unique common fixed point z ∈ X.
Proof. Let x1 ∈ X be such that x1 = Sx0 and x2 = Tx1. Then, iteratively, we
can construct a sequence {xn} in X such that
(3.15) x2n+1 = Sx2n, x2n+2 = Tx2n+1
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for each n ≥ 0. By the conditions (ii) and (iii), we have α(Sx0, Tx1) ≥
η(Sx0, Tx1) and so α(x1, x2) ≥ η(x1, x2), which implies that α(Sx1, Tx2) ≥
η(Sx1, Tx2). By induction, we have α(xn, xn+1) ≥ η(xn, xn+1) for all n ≥ 0
and so, by (i), we have
(3.16)
θ(p(x2n+1, x2n+2)) = θ(p(Sx2n, Tx2n+1))
≤ α(x2n, x2n+1)θ(p(Sx2n, Tx2n+1))
≤ [θ(β(M(x2n, x2n+1))M(x2n, x2n+1))]k
for all n ≥ 0. Now, we have
M(x2n, x2n+1) = max {p(x2n, x2n+1), p(x2n, Sx2n), p(x2n+1, Tx2n+1)}
= max {p(x2n, x2n+1), p(x2n, x2n+1), p(x2n+1, x2n+2)}
= max{p(x2n, x2n+1), p(x2n+1, x2n+2)}.
If M(x2n, x2n+1) = p(x2n+1, x2n+2) for all n ≥ 0, then, from (3.16), we have
θ(p(x2n+1, x2n+2)) ≤ [θ(β(p(x2n+1, x2n+2))p(x2n+1, x2n+2))]k,
which implies that
ln[θ(p(x2n+1, x2n+2))] ≤ k ln[θ(β(p(x2n+1, x2n+2))p(x2n+1, x2n+2))].
This is a contradiction to k ∈ (0, 1). So, we haveM(x2n, x2n+1) = p(x2n, x2n+1)
for all n ≥ 0. Thus it follows from (3.4) that
(3.17)
θ(p(x2n+1, x2n+2)) ≤ [θ(β(p(x2n, x2n+1))p(x2n, x2n+1))]k
< [θ(p(x2n, x2n+1))]
k
< θ(p(x2n, x2n+1))
and so
(3.18) θ(p(x2n+1, x2n+2)) < θ(p(x2n, x2n+1)).
This implies that
(3.19) θ(p(xn+1, xn+2)) < θ(p(xn, xn+1))
for all n ≥ 0. Taking n→∞ in (3.19), we have
(3.20) θ(p(xn, xn+1))→ 1
and so, from (Θ2),
(3.21) lim
n→∞ p(xn, xn+1) = 0.
Therefore, as in the proof lines of Theorem 3.2, we can get the conclusion. This
completes the proof. 
It is possible to remove the continuity of the mappings S and T in Theorem
3.9 by replacing the following condition:
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(B) If {xn} is a sequence inX such that α(xn, xn+1) ≥ η(xn, xn+1)
for all n ≥ 0 and xn → z ∈ X as n → ∞, then there exists a
subsequence {xnk} of {xn} such that α(xnk , z) ≥ η(xnk , z) for
all k ≥ 0.
Theorem 3.10. Let (X, p) be a complete partial metric space and α, η : X ×
X → [0,∞) be two functions. Suppose that S, T : X × X are two mappings
satisfying the following conditions:
(i) the pair (S, T ) is the modified (α, η)-Θ-Geraghty type contraction;
(ii) the pair (S, T ) is triangular α-admissible with respect to η;
(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Sx0) ≥ η(x0, Sx0);
(iv) (B) holds.
Then (S, T ) has a unique common fixed point z ∈ X.
Proof. Following the proof lines of Theorem 3.3 and 3.9, we can get the con-
clusion. 
If S = T and M(x, y) = max {p(x, y), p(x, Sx), p(y, Sy)} in Theorem 3.9 and
3.10, then we have the following corollaries:
Corollary 3.11. Let (X, p) be a complete partial metric space and α, η : X ×
X → [0,∞) be two functions. Suppose that S : X×X is a continuous mapping
satisfying the following conditions:
(i) S is a generalized (α, η)-Θ-Geraghty type contraction;
(ii) S is triangular α-admissible with respect to η;
(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Sx0) ≥ η(x0, Sx0).
Then S has a unique fixed point z ∈ X.
Corollary 3.12. Let (X, p) be a complete partial metric space and α, η : X ×
X → [0,∞) be two functions. Suppose that S : X ×X is a mapping satisfying
the following conditions:
(i) S is a generalized (α, η)-Θ-Geraghty type contraction;
(ii) S is triangular α-admissible with respect to η;
(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Sx0) ≥ η(x0, Sx0);
(iv) (B) holds.
Then S has a unique fixed point z ∈ X.
If M(x, y) = max {p(x, y), p(x, Sx), p(y, Sy)} and p(x, x) = 0 for all x ∈ X
in Theorem 3.9 and 3.10, then we have the following corollaries:
Corollary 3.13. Let (X, p) be a complete metric space and α, η : X × X →
[0,∞) be two functions. Suppose that S : X × X is a continuous mapping
satisfying the following conditions:
(i) S is a generalized (α, η)-Θ-Geraghty type contraction;
(ii) S is triangular α-admissible with respect to η;
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(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Sx0) ≥ η(x0, Sx0).
Then S has a unique fixed point z ∈ X.
Corollary 3.14. Let (X, p) be a complete metric space and α, η : X × X →
[0,∞) be two functions. Suppose that S : X × X is a mapping satisfying the
following conditions:
(i) S is a generalized (α, η)-Θ-Geraghty type contraction;
(ii) S is triangular α-admissible with respect to η;
(iii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that α(x0, Sx0) ≥ η(x0, Sx0);
(iv) (B) holds.
Then S has a unique fixed point z ∈ X.
Now, we give an example to illustrate Theorem 3.2 as follows:
Example 3.15. Let X = {1, 2, 3} and define a mapping p : X ×X → [0,∞)
by
p(1, 2) = p(2, 1) =
3
7
, p(2, 3) = p(3, 2) =
4
7
,
p(1, 3) = p(3, 1) =
5
7
, p(1, 1) =
1
10
, p(2, 2) =
2
10
, p(3, 3) =
3
10
.
Define a function θ : (0,∞)→ (1,∞) by
θ(x) = 1 + x
for all x ∈ X. It is easy to check that p is a partial metric. Define a function
α : X ×X → [0,∞) by
α(x, y) =
{
1, if x, y ∈ X,
0, otherwise,
define two mappings S, T : X → X by
S(x) = 1, T (1) = T (3) = 1, T (2) = 3
for all x ∈ X and define a function β : [0,∞)→ [0, 1) by
β(M(x, y)) =
9
10
for all x, y ∈ X. Since α(x, y) = 1 and α(Sx, Ty) = 1 for all x, y ∈ X, the pair
(S, T ) is α-admissible.
Now, we show that the condition (3.1) holds. If x = 2 and y = 3, then
α(2, 3) = 1 and
M(2, 3) = max{p(2, 3), p(2, S(2)), p(3, T (3))}
= max{p(2, 3), p(2, 1)), p(3, 1)}
= max
{
4
7
,
3
7
,
5
7
}
=
5
7
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and so
α(2, 3)θ(p(S(2), T (3)) = 1 · θ(p(1, 1)) = θ
(
1
10
)
= 1 +
1
10
=
11
10
.
Now, if we choose k = 12 ∈ (0, 1), then we have
[θ(β(M(2, 3))M(2, 3)]k =
[
θ
(
9
10
· 5
7
)]1/2
=
[
θ
(
9
14
)]1/2
=
(
1 +
9
14
)1/2
=
(
23
14
)1/2
.
Therefore, we have
11
10
= α(2, 3)θ(p(S(2), T (3)) ≤ [θ(β(M(2, 3))M(2, 3)]k =
(
23
14
)1/2
.
Similarly, for other cases, it is easy to check that the condition (3.1) holds.
Therefore, all the conditions (i)-(iii) of Theorem 3.2) are satisfied. Further, S
and T have a unique common fixed point and 1 is a unique common fixed point
of S and T .
4. Applications
Following the results of Jachymski [15], let (X, p) be a partial metric space
and ∆ denotes the diagonal of the Cartesian productX×X. Consider a directed
graph G such that V (G) the set of vertices coincides with X and E(G) the set
of edges contains all loops. Suppose that G has no parallel edges. Then we
can analyze G with the pair (V (G), E(G)). If x and y are vertices in G, then a
path in G from x to y of length l is a sequence {xn}li=0 of (l + 1) vertices such
that x0 = x, xl = y and (xi−1, xi) ∈ E(G) for each i = 1, 2, . . . , l. A graph G is
said to be connected if there exists a path between any two vertices.
Definition 4.1 ([15]). A mapping T : X → X is called the Banach G-
contraction or, simply, G-contraction if T preserves edge of G, i.e., for all
x, y ∈ X,
(4.1) (x, y) ∈ E(G) =⇒ (Tx, Ty) ∈ E(G)
and T decreases weights of edges of G in the following way: there exists α ∈
(0, 1) such that, for all x, y ∈ X,
(4.2) (x, y) ∈ E(G) =⇒ d(Tx, Ty) ≤ αd(x, y).
Definition 4.2 ([15]). A mapping T : X×X is said to be G-continuous if, for
any x ∈ X and a sequence {xn} with xn → x as n → ∞, (xn, xn+1) ∈ E(G)
for all n ∈ N implies Txn → Tx as n→∞.
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Definition 4.3. Let (X, p) be a partial metric space endowed with a graph G
and T : X → X be a self-mapping. T is called the Θ-Geraghty graphic type
contraction if there exist θ ∈ Θ˜, k ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ F such that
(4.3) θ(pG(Tx, Ty)) ≤ [θ(β(M(x, y))M(x, y)]k
for all x, y ∈ X, where,
M(x, y) = max{pG(x, y), pG(x, Tx), pG(y, Ty)}.
From Theorem 3.2, we have the following:
Theorem 4.4. Let (X, p) be a complete partial metric space endowed with a
graph G. T : X → X is self-mapping satisfying the following conditions:
(i) (x, y) ∈ E(G) =⇒ (Tx, Ty) ∈ E(G) for all (x, y) ∈ X;
(ii) there exists x0 ∈ X such that (x0, Tx0) ∈ E(G);
(iii) T is G-continuous on (X, p);
(iv) T is Θ-Geraghty graphic type contraction.
Then T has a unique fixed point z ∈ X.
Proof. Define a function α : X ×X → [0,∞) by
α(x, y) =
{
1, if (x, y) ∈ E(G),
0, otherwise
for all x, y ∈ X. Now, we prove that T is α-admissible. Let x, y ∈ X such
that α(x, y) ≥ 1. Then, by the definition of α and the condition (i), we have
(x, y) ∈ E(G) and (Tx, Tx) ∈ E(G). So, we have α(Tx, Ty) ≥ 1. Therefore,
T is α-admissible. From the condition (ii), there exists x0 ∈ X such that
(x0, Tx0) ∈ E(G), that is, α(x0, Tx0) ≥ 1 and, from the condition (iv), T is
Θ-Geraghty graphic type contraction. Since α(x, y) ≥ 1, we have
α(x, y)θ(pG(Tx, Ty)) ≤ [θ(β(M(x, y))M(x, y)]k.
Thus all the conditions of Theorem 3.2 are satisfied and so T has a unique fixed
point in X. This completes the proof. 
Now, we give an example to illustrate Theorem 4.4 as follows:
Example 4.5. Let x = {1, 2, 3} be endowed with the function p : X ×X →
[0,∞) defined by
p(1, 2) = p(2, 1) =
3
7
, p(2, 3) = p(3, 2) =
4
7
,
p(1, 3) = p(3, 1) =
1
7
, p(1, 1) =
1
20
, p(2, 2) =
2
20
, p(3, 3) =
3
20
.
Define a function θ : (0,∞)→ (1,∞) by θ(x) = 1 + x for all x ∈ X. It is easy
to check that p is a partial metric. Define a mapping T : X → X by
T (1) = T (3) = 1, T (2) = 3
and define a function β : [0,∞)→ [0, 1) by β(M(x, y)) = 910 for all x, y ∈ X.
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Let G be a direct graph such that V (G) = X and E(G) = {(x, y) : x, y ∈
{1, 2, 3}}. It is easy to show that T preserves edges in G and T is G-continuous.
Also, there exists x0 = 1 ∈ X such that (1, T1) = (1, 1) ∈ E(G). With out loss
of generality, let x, y ∈ X such that x 6= y.
Now, we show that the condition (4.3) holds. Consider the following cases:
Case I. If x = 1 and y = 2, then we have
θ(p(T (1), T (2)) ≤ [θ(β(M(1, 2))M(1, 2)]1/2
θ(p(1, 3)) ≤
[
θ
(
9
10
· 4
7
)]1/2
θ
(
1
7
)
≤
[
θ
(
18
35
)]1/2
8
7
≤
(
53
35
)1/2
.
Case II. If x = 2 and y = 3, then we have
θ(p(T (2), T (3)) ≤ [θ(β(M(2, 3))M(2, 3)]1/2
θ(p(3, 1)) ≤
[
θ
(
9
10
· 4
7
)]1/2
θ
(
1
7
)
≤
[
θ
(
18
35
)]1/2
8
7
≤
(
53
35
)1/2
.
Case III. If x = 3 and y = 1, then we have
θ(p(T (3), T (1)) ≤ [θ(β(M(3, 1))M(3, 1)]1/2
θ(p(1, 1)) ≤
[
θ
(
9
10
· 1
7
)]1/2
θ
(
1
20
)
≤
[
θ
(
9
70
)]1/2
21
20
≤
(
79
70
)1/2
.
The following figure represents the graph with all the possible cases. Therefore,
all the conditions of Theorem 4.4 are satisfied and z = 1 is a fixed point of T .
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1
2
3
p(1, 2) = 3/7
p(2, 3) = 4/7
p(3, 1) = 1/7
Figure : Graph G defined in Example 4.5
Acknowledgements. The first author would like to thank the Research Pro-
fessional Development Project Under the Science Achievement Scholarship of
Thailand (SAST) for the Master’s degree Program at KMUTT. This project
was supported by the Theoretical and Computational Science (TaCS) Cen-
ter under Computational and Applied Science for Smart Innovation Research
Cluster (CLASSIC), Faculty of Science, KMUTT.
References
[1] T. Abdeljawad, Meir-Keeler α-contractive fixed and common fixed point theorems, Fixed
Point Theory Appl. 19 (2013).
[2] T. Abdeljawad and D. Gopal, Erratum to Meir-Keeler α-contractive fixed and common
fixed point theorems, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 110 (2013).
[3] H. Alikhani, D. Gopal, M. A. Miandaragh, Sh. Rezapour and N. Shahzad, Some endpoint
results for β-generalized weak contractive multifunctions, The Scientific World Journal
(2013), Article ID 948472.
[4] S. Banach, Sur les operations dans les ensembles abstraits et leur applications aux equa-
tions integrales, Fund. Math. 3 (1922), 133–181.
[5] I. Beg, A. R. Butt and S. Radojevic, The contraction principle for set value mappings
on a metric space with a graph, Comput. Math. Appl. 60 (2010), 1214–1219.
[6] A. Branciari, A fixed point theorem of Banach-Caccioppoli type on a class of generalized
metric spaces, Publ. Math. (Debr.) 57 (2000), 31–37.
[7] S. H. Cho, J. S. Bae and E. Karapinar, Fixed point theorems for α-Geraghty contraction
type maps in metric spaces, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 329 (2013).
c© AGT, UPV, 2017 Appl. Gen. Topol. 18, no. 1 170
Fixed points of α-Θ-Geraghty type contractions
[8] S. Chondok, Some fixed point theorems for (α, β)-admissible Geraghty type contractive
maooings and related results, Math. Sci. 9 (2015), 127-135.
[9] M. Geraghty, On contractive mappings, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 40 (1973), 604–608.
[10] D. Gopal, Fixed points of α-type F-contractive mappings with an application to non-
linear fractional differential equation, Acta Mathematica Scientia 2016, no. 36 (2016),
957–970.
[11] M. E. Gordji, M. Ramezani, Y. J. Cho and S. Pirbavafa, A generalization of Geraghty’s
theorem in partially ordered metric spaces and applications to ordinary differential equa-
tions, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 74 (2012).
[12] N. Hussian, M. Arshad, A. Shoaib and Fahimuddin, Common fixed point results for
α-ψ-contractions on a metric space endowed with a graph, J. Inequal. Appl. 136 (2014).
[13] N. Hussain, E. Karapinar, P. Salimi and F. Akbar, α-admissible mappings and related
fixed point theorems, J. Inequal. Appl. 114 (2013).
[14] N. Hussain, P. Salimi and A. Latif, Fixed point results for single and set-valued α-η-ψ-
contractive mappings, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 212 (2013).
[15] J. Jachymski, The contraction principle for mappings on a metric space with a graph,
Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 136 (2008), 1359–1373.
[16] M. Jleli, E. Karapinar and B. Samet, Further generalizations of the Banach contraction
principle. J. Inequal. Appl. 439 (2014).
[17] M. Jleli and B. Samet, A new generalization of the Banach contraction principle, J.
Inequal. Appl. 38 (2014).
[18] E. Karapinar, P. Kumam and P. Salimi, On α-ψ -Meir-Keeler contractive mappings,
Fixed Point Theory Appl. (2013), Article ID 94.
[19] M. A. Kutbi, M. Arshad and A. Hussain, On modified α-η-contractive mappings, Abstr.
Appl. Anal. (2014), Article ID 657858.
[20] X. D. Liu, S. S. Chang, Y. Xiao and L. C. Zhao, Existence of fixed points for Θ-
type contraction and Θ-type Suzuki contraction in complete metric spaces, Fixed Point
Theory Appl. 8 (2016).
[21] J. Martinez-Moreno, W. Sintunavarat and Y. J. Cho, Common fixed point theorems for
Geraghty’s type contraction mappings using the monotone property with two metrics,
Fixed Point Theory Appl. 174 (2015).
[22] S. G. Mathews, Partial metric topology, in Proceedings of the 11th Summer Conference
on General Topology and Applications 728 (1995), 183–197, The New York Academy of
Sci.
[23] C. Mongkolkehai, Y. J. Cho and P. Kumam, Best proximity points for Geraghty’s prox-
imal contraction mappings, Fixed Point Theory Appl. 180 (2013).
[24] W. Onsod and P. Kumam, Common fixed point results for φ-ψ-weak contraction map-
pings via f -α-admissible Mappings in intuitionistic fuzzy metric spaces, Communications
in Mathematics and Applications 7 (2016), 167–178.
[25] V. L. Rosa and P. Vetro, Fixed point for Geraghty-contractions in partial metric spaces,
J. Nonlinear Sci. Appl. 7 (2014), 1–10.
[26] P. Salimi, A. Latif and N. Hussain, Modified α-ψ-contractive mappings with applications,
Fixed Point Theory Appl. 151 (2013).
[27] B. Samet, C. Vetro and P. Vetro, Fixed point theorems for α-ψ-contractive type map-
pings, Nonlinear Anal. 75 (2012), 2154–2165.
c© AGT, UPV, 2017 Appl. Gen. Topol. 18, no. 1 171
